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The Board, in a decision dated Decenber 19, 2000,
affirmed the refusal to register, finding that the term
ALLOGEN, if applied to “all ogenei c human nesenchynmal stem
cells for nedical therapy nanely, for use in conjunction
with transplantation of tissues and solid organs” woul d be

merely descriptive under Section 2(e)(1) of the Trademark

Act .



Applicant has filed a request for reconsideration of
this decision, contending that “[t]he fallacy of [the
Board’ s] reasoning is that there is no clear cut definition
of the ternf in the evidence relied upon by the Board.

Upon further consideration, we renain of the viewthat
the record supports affirmance of the refusal to register.
We stand by our statenent that “[g]iven the neaning of
‘“allogeneic’ relative to cells used in transplantation, and
the use of ‘allogen’ in the English text articles
pertaining to this area, we find that individuals in this
field would view the term* allogen’ as a nerely descriptive
term no different than they would view the term
‘“allogeneic.”” The fact that the term “all ogen” may have
ot her nmeanings is not persuasive. The MEDLI NE excerpts
show that the termhas a definite neaning, that is,

“al | ogenei c,” when used in connection with goods of the
type identified in the involved application.

The request for reconsideration is denied, and the

deci si on dated Decenber 19, 2000 st ands.



